On the other hand lies the second of the two arguments. This is that in using the total cost of the schools as a basis from which to compute the cost of repetition we have included the expenditures for high schools, which are at a higher per capita rate than those for elementary schools, and this influence tends to make our computed cost of the repeaters too high. The answer to this is that when the added cost of the high school instruction is distributed among all of the pupils in all the schools it becomes a very, small factor indeed.
We have then two factors influencing our results, one tending to make them too high, the other tending to make them too low.
COST OF THE REPEATER. Some of the expenditure for repeaters is unavoidable, but not all of it, for we cannot be sure that repetition is wholly ineffective from an educational viewpoint. But we feel sure that more is lost than gained by the process of repeating.
The effect of retardation is not to make school expenditures greater, but to make their effectiveness painfully less. To reduce retardation would greatly enhance educational efficiency rather than effect a financial saving.
